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CHRISTIAN ADVOCATE
vr lrJLiability of Individuals for Injuries IDoneone

by the Confederate AArmiesArmies-AArmies A LegalLega
i

Opinionn.n
Under this headH ad John BrannonannnB ofo

WesternWe tern Virginiag nia lately published the
following letter which isif herewith repub-

lished
repub-

lished
repub-

lished inin this paper as a matter otgenciageueac

interestinter st and one in which manymanyof theth I

peoplepe-ople of thisthi State areaie deeply interestedintel stell I

InIii thehe opinion ofof the present writerw iter an

abler argument on that subject

have been framed butbutinin the absence ofo

suchstich thisthi is given and it will he welvan

carefully to realread and study it

WESTON West Va March 38 1866
DJAn BIR Yours asking my opinionupon

theth subject of the suit against youyon hasha been
received

If I understand theproposition submitted
by you it is this you were a soldier in the
Confederate army and anail effort is being made
to render you liablel ble for property taken from
individuals in West VirginiaVir mia by the Confede-
rate

Confede-
rateratel'l te armies and it isclaimed by the plaintiff
that the late war which has recently termi-
nated in the overthrow of the Confederate arar-

mies
ar-arar-

mies
ar-

micemiesmice was not such a war as conferred upon
the parties to it the rights of belligerents and
therefore you are liable

It willfirstbe necessarynecessaryfirstfirst to consider whatwha
are the right of belligerents in a public war
Secondly wasvas the late war between the GovGov-Gov-

ernment
Gov-

ernment of the United States and the Confed-
erate

Confed-
erateerateorate States such a war as conferred upon the
parties to it whether for or against the GovGov-Gov-
ernment

Gov-
ernment

Gov-
ernment belligerent rightsright
A public war isisaa contest bvby force betweenbetwee

independent StatesStales andarid entitles both 01of the
belligerent parties to all the rights of warwai
against each other andand this applies to those
not in armsarmE as well asns to the soldiers When
one State is at warwar with another it hasbas a right
to seizepeize upon all thetho enemy's property oof

I

whatsoever kindkina and w found antant-
to

and
toappropriate it to itsit own use or to that oo-

the
of I

the captors if the neutral rightsts of other nana-na-

tions
na-

tions
na-nana-

tions are not violated
This is the extreme right of war modified

and restrained only by the purposes of the war
It is immaterial whether the person from

whomwhorn the propertyis taken has oror has not
taken part in the war or given aid to the
power having military control of the part oof
the country in which he resides or whether
he is in sympathyhy withwith thethe party making the
capture AttainAgain the situation ot the property
is one of the tests of the belligerent right to
taketale it If it is at a place where it can be concon-con-

trolled
con-

trolled
con-

trolledtrolled by theth enemy to the capturing partyp
it may be seized

Again any property of any kind within the
limits or01 control of the enemy that maymaybemaybe-
the

bebe-

the
be-

thethe subject of commerce and tradetradethatthat maymay-
be

may-
bebe the subject of taxation or otherwise
strengthenstr and give pecuniary or other power
to anau enemy may be captured The reason
of all this resultsre ironiirom the fact thattha war is the
exercise of forceforce by a nation or a body assumassum-assum-

inglagingin to bebebeaa nationna ion against another for the
purpose of coercion

In a public or civil war allaU who belong to
either of the belligerents whether voluntarily
or involuntarily are regardedin all questions
affecting the rights of warasas enemies whetherw heth erer-

inin arms or not and Vattel in treating of the
this lanIanlan-

guage
lan-

guage
rights over enemy's property uses

guage WeWe have aright to deprive ouroureneeneene-ene-

my
ene-

my
ne-nene-

mymy of his possessionsion of thingevery-thing which may
augment his strengthstr and enable him to make
war ItItisis because otof all these consequences
that all mankind dread and recoil from suchauchsuch-

aa dreadful alternativealterI as war An abuse of
this power can only be regarded as licentious
and condemned but isjg tolerated nevertheless
for in the particular case of excessive pillage
who can bebethethe judge

As Vattel expresses it Even if the point
e y e pillage could be exactly ascer-

tained
ascerascer-

tamed nations acknowledge no commone.When one side doesdoe anan act of war such as
seizing property laying waste a country and
the like it is always donedono with a concession to
the other side thatth t like acts may be resorted
to by the other The rights ofGf the parties arearo
reciprocal and when the usages of war arJar
violated by the enemy retaliation may be re-re

toti
ByBythethe lawslav of war whatever is permitted

to one of the parties to a warvar is conceded to
the othorother This grows out of the fact that a
war from necessity is to boho considered iniii its
effectsaffects at least as j both sidesides

The second proposition above stated
to be considered was the recent war of suchsuch-

aa character alisas conferred belligerent rights upon
the parties to it

If1 it wasvas a civil war all the authorities coneoncon-

cur
con-

curcur in admitting that the partiespar lies to it hadbad all
the rights of belligerents

Vattel declares That the common lawlaws of
war are in civil wars to be observed on both
sidesaides TheTue same reasons which make them
obligatory betweenb veent foreignforeinn States render themthern

II-

moremore necessary in the unhappy circumstances
where two exasperated parties are destroying I

a1 common country All the authorities on
the subject of jusjS bellideW concur in the concesconces-conces-

sion
conces-

sionsiondon off these rights in a civil war
Was this a civil war Strange indeed if

there should bebeanyanyan question about the characcharac-charac-

terter of this warwar 1I If the political departmentt
of the Government has decided that question
it is by like concurrence of all the authorities
conclusiveon the courts It cann not be denied
at this day with all its history beforeb us totobabe
found in the published proclamations of PresPres-Pres-

ident
PrPres-

identident Lincoln the acts ofCongress the acts of
thetho War Navy and State DepartmentsDep of thetho
Governmentt that this waswas aa. civil warvar Al-

most
AlAl-Al-

most
Al-

mostmost thetile first act of the Government was to-

make
toto-

makemake it so On the of April 1861 a bockblock
ade wasproclaimed by the President and on
the off thetho same month the said blockadeblock de
was declared to apply to Virginia and North
Carolina bringing at that time the whole coast
of the Southern States under theblockade A
blockade isis'is an actctt of warwar It can not be sus-sussussus-sus-

tained
sus-

tainedtamed as to neutrals otherwise than as al
belligerent measure

I know that it has been urged that the rightht
to declare the blockade referred to existed asusas-

a
us-

a
as-

a attaching anda ld behe-be-

longing
be-

longing
a pacific rightrightright-asas a right

longing to a sovereign No such power is con-

ferred
concon-con-

ferredfrred as a pacific right on the Presidentt alone
without an act ofot Congress This was done
bybythothe President lyIV asinCommander
Chief of the Army and NavyvNt It may be true
that a sovereign may interdict trade with for-for

when he has dominionion and exercises
sovereignso powers overovel thetho coast mIdand the small
part of the seasan within thetheecivilvil jurisdiction of
the sovereign becabec theythoy can bobecommanded
from thetho coast It1H.Hiiloretorelore followsf that I

whenVI lIen the sovereign hhasihas L V the cHraJ1 1d o0 i I

the coastco st hebe can not enforce anyan interdict tto
trade with foreigners as an. mere municipal oor
foreign right but can only assert suchuch interinter-inter-
dictdietdict asas a belligerent right ofasblockadeblockade as aa-

right
a-

rightright of public or civil warwH and not as a munimuni-
cipalcipal right to close ports If the right existedexiste
as sovereign1a rIght it would not be necessaryary
to make the blockade effectiveeffective-a.a mere interinter-
dietdict would answer the purposes of a blockade

During the revolution and revoltin Spanish
America Spain claimed this sovereign right
and Mr Monroe thetho Secretary of in a
note to the Spanish Minister assertedd the prin-
ciple

prinprin-
cipleciplet havehaye here stated

In a dispatch of Lord Russell to LordLoid Lyons
in 1861 he stated that the existence of civilcivi
war gave to both parties the rightsri of warwa
against each other and that his Government
could not admit thetha rightri ht of the United States
at one and the same time to exercise the bebel-belbel-

ligerent
bel-

ligerent right of blockade and the municipal
right of closing the ports in the South but adnd-ad-

mitted
ad-

mitted the right ofot blockade to ports in pos-

session
pospos-pos-

session
pos-

sessionsession of the ConfederatesConfederate but an a.aassumed
right to closelose any ports in thetho hands of insur-
gents

insur-
gents

insur-
gents

I

gents would imply the right to stop vessels on
the high seas without instituting an effective
blockade and he declared further that hhebe
would considerconsi el a mere decree closing the portsport
in possessionof the insurgents as null and void

Judge Dunlap of the United States District
Court for theth District ofColumbia held inin-

case
in-

case
in-

casecase of the Tropic Wind the said blockade toto-
be

to-
be

to-
bebe aa. belligerent right and could only havehav
placepl ce in astate of war and that the proclama-
tion Ition of the President declaring the blockade
was anan executive declaration that civil warwa
existed

He further states I1 do not find on exami-
nation

exami-
nation

exami-
nationnation of the writers on public lawJaw any differ-
ence

differdiffer-differ-
ence

differ-
enceence Ras to belligerent right in civil or foreign
war The blockade being oneOM of the rights of
war and the President having in substance
asserted civil war to exist I am of the opinion
that the blockade was lawfully proclaimed

In a note in LawrencesLawrence's Wheaton the annoanno-anno-
tator

anno-
tator

anno-
tator says The fact set out in the proclama-
tionstiona of the President of the lothl and oof
April 18611801 with the assertion of the right oof
blockade amounts to a declaration that civilcivi
war exists

UnderUuder this blockade it became necessary to
establish thetho blockade to be lawful andaud the
right to make prizes under it not by the sovsoysov-

ereign
sov-

ereign rightri ht to interdict commerce asfiS a munimuni-
right but aarightas5 jure bellibeth otherwise

the seizures and prizes under it could not be
held

This very question has beenheen decided during
the late war in many cases ofvessels belonging
to English Mexicans and other neutrals ancand
to persons residing within thetIle Confederate
lines and citizens of the United States residing
in the Northern States and decided by the inin-in-

ferior
in-

ferior and Supreme Courts of the United
States to have been blockade and thattha
it was a civil war and that the prizes under iit
were lawful because it was a civil war ancand
that belligerent rights existed I have prepre-pre-
viously

pre-
viously shown that such rights to be
eatant mustmut be reciprocalthatreciprocalthat one side can nonot
enjoy them without conceding them to thethe-

otherotheroth or
The blockade then was about the first acact

of the political department recognizing civilcivi
war ThisThis wasvas followed by many other i

of the political department in effect recog-
nizing

recog-
nizing tue existence of civil war The act of
Congress of the loth of July 1861 say the
Supreme Court of the United States in cer-

tain
er-erer-

taintaintam prize cases recognized the war asus a civilcivi
war Other acts in 1

it as suchsueh
By the effect of an act declaring the existexist-exist-

ence
existexist-exist-

ence
exist-

enceence of civil war all within the States ddeclared
to be in revolt would be treated as enemies
and Congress well-knowingwell this to be the
effectei passed somegome laws for the benefit of the
loyal

ItIt has always been the usage in civil wars
to modify itsHi hardships by allowing privileges
to those adhering to the Government revolted
against otherwise hardships and cruelties
would fall upon the loyal and distinctions be-

tween
bebe-be-

tween
be-

tweentween the guilty and innocent be confounded
The acts of Congress and the proclamations
of the Presidentent made such exceptions It
would not have been necessary to make these
exceptions if it had been a meremere personal war
with the persons in arms and notnt a civil war

AgainArain Gen Halleck who was Comman-CommaninChief of the armies of the United
States and who stands deservedlyd high as anan
author on international lawla in his instruct-
ions

instruc-
tions to the commanding officer in Tennessee
and indicating the policy to behe pursued toto-

ward
to-toto-

wardwardcombatantnoncombatants says In a civil warvar
likeike that now waged their property should not
beaa seized except as a military nnecessitycesi ty Theyhey
areare however subject to forced loans militarytary
requisition their houses to be let for soldiers'soldiers
quarters etc

Itrt will hardly be pretended that these rights
could not exist to the extent asserted except
inn a war interintel gentes or in a civil war The
daily events of war such as the destruction
of propertypr perty the laying waste of whole sections
of country all from the painful necessities of
the war constrained aR recognition of these
acts bybythethe political departments of the Govov

It must be a civil war to render lawful the
takingaking or destruction of the property ofot the
loyal within the limits of the enemy

These and many other recognitions bybythethe
political departmentsd of the Government
treating thetho laterate war as a civil warvar make your
defense complete

Should these acts be ignored and a tech-
nical

techtech-
n cal ignorance affected then thetho question
of its having been a civil war is aa. question of
factact The sad events of the war the painful
reminiscences which constantly recur to the
mindsmind of all the frightful magnitude of it
thetho desolate fields the impregnable rampartsrampart
yet standing the vast and extensive lines of

the immense lines of pointed
bayonetsba alldemonstrated it tobe the greatesttest
of civil wars and it strikes every mind as
singularly strange that there should be any
question otof itsit real character

says When aparta part ofofaa State
takes up arms against the Government if itt is
sufficiently strong to resist its action andana to
constitute two parties of equallyqually balanced
forces the existence of civil warWal is thence-thencethence-
forward

thence-
forwardforward determined

Vattely says A civil war breaks the bands
of society and of the Government or at least
suspends their force andnd effecte it produces inin-

the
in-

the
in-

thethe nation two independent parties who concon-con-

sider
con-

sidersideraider each other asa enemies and acknowledge
no common judge Those two parties must
therefore necessarily be considered as concon-con-

stituting
con-

stituting
con-

stituting at least for a time two separate
bodiesodies two distinct societies Having no comcorncom-

mon
com-

mon
corn-

monmon superior to judge between themthorn they
standtand precisely in the same predicament t as two
nations who in a contest andaDdnd have re-rere-

course
re-

coursecourseourse to arms The common laws of warwar-

rearelarere in civil warwars to be observed on both
sidesidesides The Prince he says never fans-

to
failsfans

too ccailil rebelsrebel all his subjects who openly re-rere-

sists t him but when the latterhitter become
strong to make war against him to tomtom-

i.i 1 IJmimiii to catry oaon the warV. regularly against

them he must be content with the term
civil warw

We all know this test of civil war was fully
made out byb the actsacte ofot both sidesside CivilCilCi l

prisoners were taken anda d only releasedrelea cd by
hostages Seamen acting under letters of
marque granted by the Confederatestes were
capturedc tried and convicted of piracy and
the Governmentwas forced in order to release
hostages to ignore the power of the courts
and have them exchanged and finally re-

pudiated
rere-re-

pudiated
re-

pudiated the act of Congress andnd made a
cartel for the general exchange of such perper-per-

sons
per-

sons
per-

Sonssons as well as soldiers who might be taken as
prisoners

Judge Grier in delivering the opinion of
the Supreme Court of the United States inir the
prize cases referredref to says this was not the
lesslelis a civil war with belligerent parties in
hostile array because it may be called ananininin-

surrection
in-inin-

surrection by one sitesile and the insurgents be
consideredcOI as rebels or traitors It is not nec-
essary

nec-
essary

nec-
essaryessary that the independence of the revolted

I
province or State be acknowledged in order
to constitute it a party belligerent in a war
according to the lawl w of nations He further

A civil is never publiclysays civil war propro-pro-

claimed
pro-

claimed
pro-

claimedclaimed eo nomine againsta insurgents its
actual existence is a fact in our domestic his-

tory
hishis-his-

tory
his-

torytory which the Court is bound to notice and to
renew The true test he states of its
existence as found in the writings of the sages
of the common law may be thus summarily
stated When the regular course justiceof is
interrupted by revolt rebellion or insurrec-
tiontion so hatthat the courts of justice cannot be
kept open civil War exists and hostilities maymay-
be

may-
be

may-
bebe prosecuted on the same footing as if those
opposing the Government were foreign ene-
mies

eneene-ene-

mies
ene-

miesmies invading the land
He says again This greatest of civil wars

was not gradually developed by popular com-
motion

comcorncom-

motionmotion tumultuous assemblies of local unun-un-

organized
un-

organized
un-unun-

organizedorganized insurrections Howeverer longl ng may
have been its previous conception it neverthe-
less

neverthe-
less

neverthe-
lessless sprung forth suddenly from the parent
trainrain a Minerval in the full panoply of war
TLeThe President was boundb to meet it in the
shape it presents itself without waiting foror
Congress to baptize it with a name and nono-

name
no-

namenamenam given to it by himhim or them could change
the fact

It is clear then should anyanyoneone be found
now to deny that the political department of
the Government recognized the war as a civil
war that its actual existence as a fact cannot
be denied and that the courts arare bound to reye-re-

gard
re-

gardgardgarl it as such and that all the rights existing
in an public warwarwar-inin ano war inter gentes-ex-gentesgeite exex-

istedisted under the late war and that belligerent
rights to the full extent and for stronger rearea-rea-

sons
rea-

sons
rea-rearea-

sonssons as I have shown attach
The Supreme Court of the United States inin-

the
in-

the
in-

thethe cases referred to to be found in 2 BlacksBlack's
reports has decided the question They dede-de-

cidecide that this was a civil war both upon the
ground of its political recognition as such
auditsandnd characterits its magnitude organization
etc and that the courts are bound to EOso rere-re-

gard
re-

gard
re-rere-

gardgard it That the rightrights of the partiesparties' TOto it
are the samesarno as in a war between independent
nations

Five of the nine judges held that it was a
civil war with allbelligerent rights attaching
to it from the timetuna of the declaration of the
blockade in April 1861 and the remaining
fourfoUl held that it was such a war only from the
passage of the act of Congress on the J ofoo-

JJulyJ 1861 that being the only difference be-

tween
bebe-be-

tween
be-

tweentween the majority and minority of the Court
The war has now ceased and peace sweet

gilt off Heaven has again diffused its happy
influence over our land and the peoplep ople throughthrough-through-
put

through-
putputJUt its length and breadth under the wisewipe and
conciliatory policy of President JohnsonJ are
pursuing peaceful and remunerative avoca-
tions

avocaavoca-avoca-
tions

avoca-
tions and under such aa state of things I feel
sure the good sense of the people will disdis-
counte ance all efforts to protract the war iniri
detail I feel sure such will be the happy soso-

lution
so-soso-

lution
so-

lutionlution of these controversies It is proper to
mention that I have not in the above opinion
expressed any views as to the rightsri of the milmu-mil-
itary

mil-
itary conquering power that beingeing a wholly
different question from the one propounded by
you

I advise allaH to accept the amnesty offered by
President Johnson and to respect it most re

However honest you may have
been in theth a support offaa cause which has failed
good sense and a proper respect for the GovGov-Gov-
ernment

Gov-
ernment which has been successful demands
this obedience Most truly yours etc

JOHNJonN BRANNON

For the Advocate
CHRISTIANS VOYAGEVOYAGES

ImI'm out upon the deep
And frailsfrail's my bark j

The rough winds round metue sweep
The night is dark

I see dark clouds risearise
A storm at hand

They blacken all the skiesskiesskies-
How far is laudland

The tempests round menau rave
The thunders roar

But Thou O0 Lord savesave-savesave-
IllI'll fearr no more

Though billows oero'er me roll
And dark the night

OerO'er all Thou hast control-control
All will be right

But hark a voiceI hear
Peace be still

Thecloudsstormclouds disappear
At Jesus'Jesus will

Thehe billows cease to roll
The stars shine bright

Praise thouuthethe Lord my soulsaid
AllAllwillwill be rightri ht

And now the morning gray
Dispels the night

Behold the King of Day
The PrincePrino of Light I

My sail glidesglide swift along
HoBo 1I landlandinin sight

IllI'll raise the cheerful songsongsong-
All will be right

Safe on the shining shore
And Jesus near

IllI'll breast thetha storms no morsmoremore-
Farewell to fear AA.A T.T J.J

qc
GenGeri Lorg hrsht hib em lasted Presi-

dentdentdeiment of af.lhew Ins ComCorn
panyjany

fFor the Advocate

Reply to Brothers Speer and Bird
The strictures of these brethrenon mymyar-myarar

tide against the unscriptural language ancand

idea conveyed in the proposition Christ paid

the debt torfor us havebave been closely read ancand

considered I thank these brethren for thEir

labored effort to enlighten the readers of ththe
Advocate and1 myself especiallyspecially as I suppose

upon Greek and whatw hat different authors say I
have to tell them however as it regards mymy-my-

self

my-

self

my-

selfself the failure is complete and as it regards

those who have no knowledgeknowl dge of the Greek

language I am very fearful they will not alat-at
temptto wade through such depths of lore ii-

so

if

so they of course are still indarkness
All the authors to which the brethren refer

both Greek and English I have and havehav
studied them closely and critically in otherothe
days I find nothing new and especially aas

their Greek does not touch the matter of difdif-

ferenceferenc between us itmay pass
Much th e greater part of these articles iis

upon facts about which there is no difference

of opinion To make the points of agreeagree-

the points of difference plain I WLwill

sum them up

FirstFirst-FirstWeWe agree that Christ died the justjus
for the unjust theth innocent for the guilty

SecondlyThatSecondlyThat through the meritoriousious
sufferings of our Lord Jesus Christ we receive

all good spiritual and temporal pardon
regenerationre sanctification holinessholin ess ancand

heaven
ThirdlyThirdlyThatThat the price offered for mansman

salvation was the greatest in the universe oof

being nothing less than thetho precious blood

ofiff Christ
FourthlyThatFourthlyThat the best acts ofor the bestbesbes-

menmen have no merit
Here are the points of agreement and notnot-not-

withstanding

not-

withstanding

not-

withstandingwithstanding nothing can be found in my arar-ar
tide in opposition to these facts yet the brethbreth-breth-

ren's

breth-

ren'srensren's articles arere almost exclusively upon these

points of agreement and closing up come to

the same conconclusionelusion with myself The pointspoint
of difference are

FirstTheseFirstThese brethren affirm that Christ
paid the debt fortor usus' entire and complete

SecondlyThatSecondlyThat after the debt is thus paid

entire andfind complete it must be forgiven

If these are not the points of difference

there is none as I can seetee These propositionsprop

I deny because as I have showed in my former

article to w hiels the reader is referredreferred
I

both thet le language and thet e idea that ChristChrist-
II paid the debt for us are scripturalanti-scriptural antandand-

II the propositions and unmeaning
Thei admit the language is notnotiain the
Bible andandasas their effort to show that the idea

is there is so exceedingly tame not in the
least impairing what I said in mythy former arar-ar-

ticle

ar-

ticle

ar-ar
tide but agreeing with almost allnil I did say asas-

it

as-

it

as-

itit regards mansman's recovery to the favor of God

I shall proceed to show what is the plain unuriun-

mistakable
un-unun-

mistakablemistakable Bible doctrine of mansman's recovery

from hisMs ruined condition such as must strike

every readerBiblereader as being scriptural both in
language and idea and therefore not contra-

dictory
contracOntra-cOntra-

dictory
contra-

dictory and then show that both these brethbreth-breth-

renren agree with me however much they may

disagree with themselves

God made man holy and loved him with aa-

love

a-

love

a-

lovelove that none but God can love Man fell

from this holy state and became a sinner an

enemy to God and was bound down under
eternal death God loved him still only anan-an-

other

an-

otherother principle in his character his eternal

justice shuts off the exercise of that love God

cannotcanno now be just and therefore cannot
exist at all as God and forgive man bring
himMm up from that eternal death into which he

hadbad plunged himself and restore him to his

favorfay or ThereT ere is the whole of mansman's condition

so far What objection have you to it YouTou
cannot raise any on Bible groundsground Some-

thing
SomeSome-Some-

thing
Some-

thingthing must be donedonesodone so that GodsGod's pardoning
regenerating and sanctifying loveloe may reach
man and God yetvet be just or man is eternally
doomed No objection can possibly be made

to this statement That somethingJesusesus

Christ engages to dodOl and He Himself declares
has done by the offering of His own precious
blood and His apostles bear witnesswi to the same

fact Do He and the apostles tell us when
reasoning on this subject that this offering

pays the entire and complete debt They never

intimateint it These brethren may tell us so

I but they have not the least authority for it
from Jesus and the apostles Hear the words

of the everblessed Jesus Himself proclaiming

to a lost world what His sufferings and rising

again have effected for them ThusThu it is

written in the prophets in the streaming

blood and flamingnaming sacrifice at the altar and

thus it behooved Christ to suffer and to rise

from the dead on the third day and that repentrepent-repent-

anceancetines and REMISSION of sins forgiveness of

debts should be preachedpreachdd. in His name among
all nations Now hear St.St Paul asas'asa he emphat-

ically
emphat-

ically
emphat-

ically declares the offering of the pricerice the
of Jesus as an sacrifice has

removed the difficulty entire God can now
be just and the justifier pardoner of himh that
believeth in Jesus Such texts by the score

might be quotedd but the subject is too plain
to wastevaste time and space upon The whole sys-

tem

sys-

temtemtern is one of forgivenessnnotforgivenessnott of debtIt is the grand leading central idea both of thete
New Testaments ItItisis taught in docdoc-doc-

trines

doc-

trinestrines un asaa the leading fact around
which thingevery-thing in theologtheolog- circle To

use the languagelanguae ofdivines andnd this can not
be objectionable to the brethren ases it is there
they get most nilall their authority Ittiis thehe

great provisional or remedial scheme of rAnPAH-

DON Bro Speer says redemption

price signifies thingevery which satisfies

another so as to effect deliverance The italital-

icizing 5is mine This view ofoft the subjectS1 jec is

correct precisely The orredemption on

price satisfies another the Father so as to

effect the deliverance of man RowHow By pay-

ing

paypay-pay-

inging thetheddebtbt Never It is neither sosd stated

nor intimated in the Bible but by effecting

pardon and holiness
These brethren after laboring hard on unan-un-

tenabletenable and unscripturalscripturalUn ground as mightm be

expected like NoahsNoah's dove not finding wherewhere-

to

rere-

tttott placeplace their footf ot inin their conclusion andnd
up come up endand take their standnd

upon the Bibleible BroEro Speer tells usu that the
penitent sinner confides in the meritoriousm

deathdea th of Christ as the only source of pardon
holiness and heaven Bro Bird tellstell ususus-

II ChristU dies man is redeemed is

offered upon gracious terms TheseTh ese are plain
Bible facts sustained whereevery by the

plainest Scripture reference I welcome these

brethren toto the light and true
feel confident they must enjoyenjo it after penetrat-

inging to such depths in mazy darkness BrothBrethBreth-

renrenrca we are together now though you seem to
differ with yourselves Why did youyoa not tellteUtell-

us

tell-

usus in your summings upup that the paid
the debt entire and complete and yet the debt

must be forgiven You would then have been
consistent with yourselves though very inconinon-incon-

sistent with the Bible Truth is ever canalscanals-consis-

tenttent with itself and with the Bible Error is

ever inconsistent with itself and the Bible
When one attempts to defend errorerror from the
Bible he is inconsistent with the Bible and

ereera he advances two pages helie is most likely toto-

bebe inconsistent with himself The truth is

the Ghrist paid the debt for us isis-is

Bibleanti-Bible both in languagelang age and idea and cancan-

not

can-

not

can-

notnot be defended
Those who believein partial atonement temtelltell-

us

tem-

usus that Christ paid the debt forforaa certain numnum-

berberbel and that number is as certain ofheaven asas-as-

if

as-

ififH they were there JJust conclusion from thethe-

premises tell us that Christ
paid the debt for all andnd all will be saved
Just conclusion from the premises Bros
Speer and Bird tell us Christ paid the debt Ven-Venen-

tiretire and complete andan yet unless the debt isiB
Forgivenn we are lost I see no just premises
er conclusion

Now dear brethren if you write anyany moremore-

uponapon this subject you must write to the pointpointy

Drorr I can not waste valuable time in replying
Tell us if God diddiel not love man after his sin
And tellfell us if this love would not have exox-ex-

tendedendedtended to his pardon had it not been forfoi- diffi-

culties

diffi-

culties that stood in the way of pardonpal don And
whenrhen thes difficulties that stoodd in the way of
pardonpardonardon are removed so that God can be justjf
andind forgivefO g ve man what more is needed And
henthen telltoll us why it is and how it is thatthataa debt
paidmid entire and complete mustmust be forgivenf en
Why ititisis after such complete and entire pay-paypay-

mentnentment of our debts we are taught to pray forf r-r
giveive us our debts

My object in writing these articles is to get
lackback to the simplicity and plainness of Bible
teachingcaching

I shall conclude by making another short
quotation from Bro Speer showing that he
loesdoes occupy the Bible ground after all InIn-
usHislis death is the reason for and the procuring
ndand meritorious cause of FORGIVENESS

THE OLD MurMN

UNSCRIPTURAL No 3a
ChristGhristC dieddieLl that wee might not die

language is not in the Bible neither
iss the legitimate idea it conveys there
Thedie legitimate idea is that we are out of
death and that Christ died that we might
notnet enter this state The slightest exam-exameXam-

ination
exam-

inationnation of this subject must satisfy everyevery-

oneone that this view of the subject is untm-un-

scripturalscriptural and erroneous MansMan's being
inre a state of death deep dark and eternal
wasvas the veryvelY object that brought the Sonoi
of GodGOll down to die Not that man
might not die for he was already deadd

butmt that man might come up fromfron his
statetate of death and live Christst dieddi d that
man might not continue deadcleall that man
might come up from eternal death into
which hebe had plunged himself and have
eternal life inill itsitjt place Never say HeIre
Christ died that wece might not diedie forfox

neithereither the language nor thehe legitimatete
ideadea the language conveys can be found
inn the Bible Use when on theology
theie plain language of the Bible that concancon-

eysveyseys plain Bible facts and ideas then the
peopleeople committed to our careare and in-inJ-J

will have aa. much better knowlknowl-knowl-

edge
knowl-

edgeedgedge of theologythe than they now have and
willvill find a hun more pleasure inin-

ssearchings into the sacred treasures of the
Holyloly Book TimTHE OLDOLI MANMAE

THE LOWEST THETEE HIGHESTASAs ChristChri-
stiwawai nearingng his exaltation in the lowest
depths of hihis humiliation so it is with
HisHsH Church When thingsthiu are brought
to thetha most hopeless appearance then
shall light coma cut ofoi darkness


